J92]     GRAND  CURRENTS  OF  ATMOSPHERIC  CIRCULATION         181
id other high latitudes, already discovered as  a fact, through iservations .of voyagers and others, was to be regarded as due
the centrifugal force of the air revolving from west to east roughout the great cap of atmosphere covering the middle and gh latitudes. Having rejected Maury's theory, and having got the benefit
the valuable suggestion just referred to in Mr Murphy's paper, succeeded in framing a new theory for the circulation in the scions outside of the trade-wind zones. That new theory I put ward in a paper read by me at the meeting of the British ssociation, held at Dublin, in the following year, 1857; and a :ar account of it is to be found in the Abstract of the paper .Wished in the British Association volume for that year.
The verbal explanations given in the reading of that paper fore the meeting were illustrated by a drawing showing the leme of circulation described in the paper. Fig. 4, here given, an accurate copy of that drawing, differing from it only in some important matters, such as in the number of arrows shown, d in its being drawn with abatement of some exaggerations iich were made in the original in order to render small features »re readily visible at a distance in a large room. The full nincance of the original in all respects is retained unchanged the copy here.
In endeavouring to penetrate the mystery as to what the irses of circulation might be in the middle and higher latitudes, fas in preliminary ways fully satisfied that Hadley's theory* its main features—those, in fact, which in the present paper have already described with commendation—must be sub-ntially true, and must form the basis of any tenable theory ,t could be devised.
Now, under Hadley's theory, when we come to consider what y be the courses of circulation that we should attribute to the
f Reference having been made in the text here to my paper read at the British jciation Meeting for 1857, on the "Grand Currents of Atmospheric Circulation,"
to the Abstract of it printed in the volume of the Association for that year, ive to mention as a correction that the theory here described and correctly gnated as Hadley's Theory, was in the printed Abstract erroneously named as ley's Theory. I was led into that mistake as to authorship of the commonly pted explanation of the trade winds, through my finding it designated as illey's theory of the trade winds " by Maury, in his Physical Geography of tlic
to whose newly proposed views in that book my attention was at the time ially applied.
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